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UNITED FARM WORKERS of AMERICA, AFL-CIO
roLrnCA  Dr rA  M NT

Mar~h 23,2000

2546CampdenWay
Sacramento, CA95833

¯BDAC Coordinator
1416 Ninth SmUt, Suit~ 1155
Sacx~mento, CA 95814

Dear Eus~nia,

RE: BDAC comments on the Preferred Program Alternative

~t~akeholder Involvement:
The UFW support~ Alex Hildebrand’s idea to have a preamble with the inclusion

thet CALFED consider the potential environmental justice impacts oftheir actions in
assessing any program element, from restoration projects to the continuous analysis of

effective assuranc~m are needed for public and stakeholder involvement in the planning
and implementation of project&

The CALFED Commission should strive to retain a transpa~nt governance and
decision-making proc~s. From the Environmental Restoration Program to the Wa~r
Tramfer~ Program, all prolgam elemer~ should maintain a tramparen~y by requiring
that the remits of their pilot projects and other implementations be completely public

The Commission should be able to fully prioritize and define the cumulative
impacts within the different geograpl~c areas through the involvement of
Workgroups". These Workgroups bring the great~st potential for efficient public
participation and the r~view ofcumulativv project im~ Furthermore, public
participation can be greatly ~ through continuous public notifi~a~ion~ to local
goverllments as well as public notices made in the main ethnic language of thv
surrounding community (S~ Vietnamese, etc.).

agricultural and environmental concerns. This is a major weakness in ~hc Preferred
Prosmm Alive, ~ it looks at how agriculture will gain or lo~e from a project
or program de~ision, instead of looking at how rural communities, as a whole will be
impazt~ by a project or program. Every progrmn, including the Water Management
Evaluati~m Strategy, must review the so~io-~conomic impacts that each project will have
on the community, especially when a change in land-use or land fallowing is required
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.from the project, The two 8reatest indic~Uors of community impa~ts, changes in
employment and changes local tax-base, should always be factors in the decision-making
process. Furthermore, displaced workers and other local workers should receiw priority
for the new jobs that ar~ created from these projects,

Stopping groundwater overdraft across the state is an integra! part to resolving
Safe Drinkin8 Water Quality and Storage problems in the DeRa and for all of California.
Alternative Sources of water should include the demand-side on Delta. Implementing
groundwater monitoring, expanding agricultural and urban BMPs, and restoring and
replacing faulty infiastructurc (pipelines, wells) across those Delta-demanders south of
the Delta, wi/l reduce the groundwater overdraft problems in their respective areas
thereby allowing for a deorease in their demand for surface water coming from the
aqueduct(s). A more secure and safe supply of groundwater will reduce the substitutive
demand on Delta water, thereby increasing in-Delta quality and overall supply.

Crood luck with the c~. mpilation of all our commcntariesl

Legislative Analyst
United [,’arm Workers of America, AFL~IO
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